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Editorial Comment
Seven years ago, when Professor John Hayes wrote on the
subject of obscenity law for THE CATHOLIC LAWYER he stated that
".. . today the federal constitution as presently construed has made
the law a slender reed indeed on which to lean for the effective social
control of the universally conceded social evil of obscenity".
In this issue of THE CATHOLIC LAWYER Professor Hayes revisits
the same area in his article "Obscenity: The Intractable Legal
Problem". Interestingly enough his conclusions have somewhat
changed from those in his 1962 paper. He now has the impression
that the constitutional law of obscenity has at least "grown up" and
that there has been a notable refinement in the past years of the
standards used to determine its existence.
Of particular interest is the timely article entitled "Legal
Services for the Poor: A Political Perspective," which was pre-
pared by Mr. P. Vaughn Gearan, the O.E.O. Northeast Regional
Director of the Legal Services Program. Mr. Gearan asserts that
ultimate success in the crusade to bring competent legal services
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to the needy depends upon a thorough evaluation of and response
to the political opposition which has for some time threatened
the fruitful operation of the Legal Services Program. The Program,
he argues, must convert needless opposition to productive support
from both public and private sectors by seeking common avenues
of legal representation for all people. Toward this end, he ap-
plauds the recent development of the group services priority which,
he states, would be implemented through the channels of law
reform and test case litigation. His ideas are imaginative and
indeed thought provoking.
Elsewhere in this issue is the first of a two part article dealing
with housing problems in the field of poverty law. Prepared by the
Saint Thomas More Institute for Legal Research it is intended to
supplement the material published last spring in the symposium
devoted to the O.E.O. and legal services.
EDITOR
